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Dear Wayne, 

lour undated letter postmarked the 10th came this a.m. As you mil see when you 
are here, I'm into so mudi too >uch there is nothing by stacks of confusion on my 
desk while I try to write a book in which the most technical evidence of the most 
sensational nature must be made comprehensible. Every time 1 have to stop I get myself 
a bit confused about what I have done and That 1 planned to do. So, hoping to have 
enough time to respond before lunch, so I can resume _ the writing afterward i - 
have to leave for the evening. I'll be responding while - read your 1-tter. -hio also 
may lead to so® confusion, Biope you will excuse it and the uncorrected typos.- And 
that I make sense through all of this. 

Your argument re: Y's unimpeded success is potent and completely persuasive. I 
should have realized it. The only alternative is official sanction, discredited oy 
the crackdowns you report. 

It must have been- Bud who told you of the agency. practise of fixing police records, 
-our reasoning here is persuasive, too. But on the ease of finding the real Y, there 
were the publisher arri -oore and the dope in the book about where he lived. What was 
lacking ms not ability but desire. While it is true that there ften is f ragmentation 
of information, I believe that when assLgtanats are givem enough i formation is Provided 
to make success possible. Mot that much vacuum. The rewriting part is quite true, tnough. 

What JFK ass. reporting did you do? 

The FBI did not fluff on "Parry" . That was the initial, third-hand phonetic made 
bth or 5th by the interrogation or Marina and then with all of this verbal, by phone 
to the interrogation. By the time the question was sent to Texas, the Secret Service 
and^pr obably^the more cautions FBI, which was careful to give the WG no record of it, 
knew* all about the real man because of the H .0 . publicity and the JG mteres . 

I don't have the rap sheet. Bud never gave it to me. As you know, I also^ played 
Nancy Perrin Rich straight, not knowing what else to do and feeling this required real 
investigation, which didn't happen. 

The Boxley Y was an entirely different man and they foundBrawner, who had a telegram 
inviting him to join the Bay of Pigs, But almost lOOf. of the N.O. investigation was 
fabrication by Boxley and Joel Palmer. Not one bit of it stacks. They, meaning Boxley, 
merely manufactured what he knew JC- wanted, including an identification of Bradley. 

On your opinions of the planned H kidnapping, there is a remarkable parallel to 
what Turjillo actually did, so that can be said to give it more ccddibility. 

There is a simple answer to your question, was Y ever really pro-Castro, host ot 
these soldiers of fortune are of the right. All I know vino say they Joined and eft 
Castro unmistakably so. They do things far kicks and for $$§. They arc without 
real principle and tend to be violence- prone. Agreed the reality made a good cover -or 
penetrating the right. Again you refer to the rap sheet, tZan you please send or bring 
me a copy? The Nevada connections not inconsistent with your theme. 

Prom the looks he gave me, I can bel ieve Walter may be trying to use Renfro 
as a scapegoat but I spoke with R, and W. The caution to you to Watch .your step dn 
asking a*-out Y certainly indicates knowledge of him, at th least. ...Walter s las 
comment as you ouote it, is susceptible of the interpretation you give -it but it al-o 
need not be" taken as a statement of fact, can be a logical caut ion.makes sensetha 1 .ay, 
too!!.!? a^ee Slter seemed strange to me, seemed to resent and/or dislike me. One 




mmm:- 



road^AlsoT'w ^^easo.H Tor ending you 

Y Jf 16 J ^ K ca P er » °nly Nancy’s reasonable connection conacction between 
, ® le ^' e is a way in this can make sense but tm h,.+ '' d * h . ? by of an earlier time, 
completed your oon work. I do not wont " 1 oi not tel1 you until you xzz have 

1^' ^f™ hlle > 1 thia k the version of the SctoeTl We Can *** atout it 
th . s , nut tier natty associates (almost ali are on thi-^ by Foreman, one of 

that he ana lam ost everyone bolievs and nnno f ufc ject) made up a tale about 

was not a picture of ^ubans but nf +J? ? wrLl consider probative disproof That 

!■!! ten this eS 3 S^ T«" •**» ^olliS 

in. this account not lihariQ t a* •Kay discussed this with me too ^nA -,* 4 - * 

doubt almost n one of what te'tolf'S^d thiL^in th RaY ' S veracit F* I tested it. 

+?fi S u* f n4tead of lying to re, he merei?San-d S 3 ® a ^ a \ the cuestion is of 
to talk about it. chan S'-<* the subject or said he didn't want 

Hemming deserted ±7Pe ra ° uth disappeared 

enormous liar, had small band calSd ra?SS» r "° f ’ f0rtune adventured ‘ 

in iimai area. Tell you more when here £zJ,F 3ld - ’ Was Wel1 kno ^ to feds, etc. 

book being out, knew it was due soon; He wS Sth S/Lljf * Siegenthalei> *■ ' 

alasf Ss'StVS Ss n odn U ^f **'* ****»*> as on ***». *e is pretty far out 

apossibility becomes nncontested ™ sti g ates * aril a germ of ' 

stx’ong disagreements over this and other thindr^ easily. We have had some ore tty 
can’t get tie taste of a >l*in® the r ! gard as ethical and wrong. He 

to that of which he w>uld otherwise be incepbble °He r id , mc ? th aad dt drives him 
basic fact of the JFK assassination, orefSSo^ChS ^ ally 1 } aaks knowledge of the 
% ia a mSag between the two of S Be^SeS? ^ t0 be the case » 

without an independent check. This is a ma ° f tMs sort 



There are possible Viet Nam connection on JFK r^' +1 , x 

9 J con action between the Diem kil’in^ ani h^ w l0 ° k Xt the Way ^ 
have a xi related bo ok researched, need writing tim^ C£m S ' 0,138 this > too. 



and so much wild, ^defpondbd^it id ^ an^t^lk - ^ s ^ stenat ic a coverin 2 -no 
kind of credibility from no“Se^SeS?i^ L 8t ao ™»**** won sets a‘ 
means l^rt no inclination to do dal^r SrdVork BUd and JG ' ’' ith same 

their own. means, know practically - nn+Vri r» ©©kin.:- to use others because 

Of blind alleys, m one oH ich Sv remold Znsgtfr and get wa ^ da ™ «U sorts 
effort and could have done some good ‘is Jr bead dom another. All treat 

are simply detached from reality ari^driven to e-tremf b?** QOt been s P end ing it. They 
matter how commendable it seems as an oSrt^ in ambition that, no 

been counterproductive. I have soent so much tii n practise has, without exception, 
hate to think of it. I don’t IhiS i^ djdf cl4a “ ln e up behind our own nuts I* 
that insanity JG, Bud’s buddy Bill SJS bSl^ ^ nl^aST ® notional cas t of frustrating 

JFK anniversary in 1%8. Sciambra told me*!! saved w n ^ ? h ° ked U P to " ark the 
with me when I tackled it. He sat around JG .i ron j f Lsb arment. I had Bud go down 

a few s >f$ when he knew I r. a s broke) tdok + G prebt;y ’ dld nothing to help (even with 
succeeded, treated * t, a toSl? ^cT^YiST “f » UW after a had 
day while others lolled arourxi and i ras ™rkin E close to 22 hours a 

the others believed this absolute rot demeSS t^thfin? S? neSS ‘ Bu / Bud and all 
Can you imagine the disaster if it had not been o+~ e .^telligence of/a^:ub scout, 
sveu a dead a « de^t^ ^ 

Wajhe, lot of real alee people go batty oh this subject. Be careful, please. 

Best, Hal 




